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Transgender and Intersex: Theoretical, 
Practical, and Artistic Perspectives
Stefan Horlacher
On a hot Berlin summer evening in 2009, 18-year-old Caster Semenya1 
became the surprise world champion in the 800 meter run by completely 
outclassing her competitors. Quickly, however, one nagging question 
came to the forefront: “Is she really a woman?” What followed was a 
previously unseen and unheard of global media war of speculations sur-
rounding Semenya’s ‘true’ sex, and a discussion that was characterized by 
complete factual ignorance and incompetence. This case saliently high-
lights three circumstances: that, even well into the twenty-first century, 
the existence of exclusively two sexes is still considered to be not only 
an accepted, but apparently the only acceptable ‘scientific fact’; that this 
supposedly solid assumption should not be challenged; and consequently, 
that the existence of a socio-biological continuum of sex is still largely 
ignored and sex diversity suppressed.
What this discussion also, albeit indirectly, made clear was that the two- 
sex model (as well as the prevailing understanding of sex as a unique, 
innate and immutable characteristic of a human being) is primarily a 
social construct which causes the oppression, discrimination, and margin-
alization of all those who cannot conform to these arbitrary principles. 
Through the sheer fact of their existence, the phenomena of transgender2 
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the intersexed movement has sought to ask why society maintains the ideal 
of gender dimorphism when a significant percentage of children are chro-
mosomally various, and a continuum exists between male and female that 
suggests the arbitrariness and falsity of gender dimorphism as a prerequi-
site of human development. There are humans, in other words, who live 
and breathe in the interstices of this binary relation, showing that it is not 
exhaustive; it is not necessary. (2006, 187)
In almost the same vein, Cheryl Chase maintains that “[t]hough the 
male/female binary is constructed as natural and presumed to be immuta-
ble, the phenomenon of intersexuality offers clear evidence to the contrary 
and furnishes an opportunity to deploy ‘nature’ strategically to disrupt 
heteronormative systems of sex, gender, and sexuality” (301). If intersex 
and transgender are less medically indicated facts (resulting from a sup-
posedly pregiven ‘natural’ material reality), rather than the product of a 
culturally constructed, interpreting and evaluating perception (not to say 
projection or even construction), which is also political, they bring about 
serious consequences for the socially accepted and legally dominant con-
cepts of masculinity and femininity as well as for feminism4 and gender 
and intersex demonstrate that a cultural system that postulates the exis-
tence of two, and only two, sexes and genders has reached its limits and 
that any system that uncritically presupposes an identity between a felt or 
experienced gender identity and a non-contradictory notion of biological 
sex must be questioned.
Transgender and intersex studies, which are understood here “as wide- 
reaching scholarly undertakings” (Stryker and Aizura 1), are located at 
the intersections of the humanities and the arts, the social sciences, and 
the natural sciences. If we wish to understand the construction of trans-
gender, intersex, and other gender identities in their full complexity, fra-
gility, and mutability as well as in their interdependency and interplay 
with socio- cultural, historical, political and biological factors, trans- and 
interdisciplinary approaches are absolutely necessary, as is intersectionality. 
Transgender and intersex studies question not only traditional concepts 
and binaries, but also our very modes of thinking. By doing so, they pose 
epistemological and biopolitical3 questions; questions that “are ultimately 
about the categories and concepts we use, about the kinds of knowledge” 
(Floyd 33) gender studies has produced and the limits to what it can pro-
duce. Or, as Judith Butler argues,
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studies in general, given that neither masculinity nor femininity can any 
longer be taken a priori as natural or as the strict province of ‘men’ or 
‘women’.
This anthology endeavors to take both transgender and intersex 
positions into account, and—instead of playing them off against each 
other—to ask about commonalities and strategic alliances, in terms of 
knowledge, theory, philosophy, art, and life experience. It intends to strike 
a balance between work on literature, film, photography, law, sports, and 
general theory, bringing together humanistic approaches with social science 
approaches and integrating lenses for studying gender in one book, which 
would usually rather be found in separate volumes either on intersex or trans-
gender studies. Moreover, this book aims to adopt a non-hierarchical, multi-
perspective approach that endeavors to overcome the limitations of sex and 
gender research within the media, disciplines, and fields of studies mentioned 
above by asking how transgender and intersex issues are negotiated and con-
ceptualized from a variety of different points of view, what specific findings 
arise from there, and to what extent artistic and creative discourses offer their 
own uniquely relevant forms of knowledge and expression. For reasons of 
space and coherence, this book mostly adopts a Western, that is US/European 
focus, which is supplemented by a chapter on “Transgender in Global Frame” 
(Chap. 7). Thus, there still remains a lot of research on the global dimensions 
of transgender and intersex to be carried out (see below)—which might be 
the subject of a second volume. In addition to the political, social, ethical, 
legal, biopolitical, and philosophical dimensions covered in this volume, at 
least six chapters pay special attention to the knowledge that art produces 
towards a better understanding of transgender and intersex.
Transgender and Intersex: Theoretical, Practical, and Artistic 
Perspectives was inspired by an international and interdisciplinary con-
ference on “Transgender and Intersex in the Arts, Science and Society” 
(18–20 January 2012), which I organized at the Deutsches Hygiene-
Museum Dresden and which was supported by the Dresden University 
of Technology, the British Council, the Heinrich Böll Foundation, and 
Dreilinden. I am especially grateful to the British Council who continued 
to support this project even after the conference with a project grant that 
made this book possible5; a book which is meant to appeal to a wider audi-
ence, that is not only to researchers but also to readers familiar with gender 
studies and feminism, but not necessarily with the concepts of transgender 
and intersex. Therefore, it seems necessary to define our—more often than 
not—shifting categories of analysis. However, as I will discuss later, the 
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[t]ransgender is for the most part a vernacular term developed within gen-
der communities to account for the cross-identification experiences of peo-
ple who may not accept the protocols and strictures of transsexuality. Such
people understand cross-identification as a crucial part of their gendered
self, but they may pick and choose among the options of body modification,
social presentation and legal recognition available to them. So, you may
find that a transgender male is a female-born subject who has had no sex- 
reassignment surgery, takes testosterone (with or without medical supervi-
sion), and lives as a man mostly, but is recognized by his community as
a transgendered man in particular. In this context, the term ‘transgender’
refuses the stability that the term ‘transsexual’ may offer to some folks, and
embraces more hybrid possibilities for embodiment and identification. At
the same time … the term ‘transsexual’ is undergoing reconstruction … In
other words, transsexual is not simply the conservative medical term to
transgender’s transgressive vernacular; rather, both transsexual and trans-
gender shift and change in meaning and application in relation to each other
rather than in relation to a hegemonic medical discourse. (n.pag.)6
In their introduction to the first issue of TSQ: Transgender Studies 
Quarterly, Susan Stryker and Paisley Currah argue that transgender
was meant to convey a nonpathological sense that one could live in a social 
gender not typically associated with one’s biological sex or that a single 
individual should be able to combine elements of different gender styles and 
presentations. Thus, from the beginning, the category ‘transgender’ repre-
sented a resistance to medicalization, to pathologization, and to the many 
mechanisms whereby the administrative state and its associated medico-
legal- psychiatric institutions sought to contain and delimit the socially 
disruptive potentials of sex/gender atypicality, incongruence, and nonnor-
mativity. (2014a, 5)
Thus, transgender can “function as a rubric for bringing together, in 
mutually supportive and politically productive ways, gender-marginalized 
differentiation between transgender and intersex is not always clear and a 
lot more complicated than the binary structure of the following subchap-
ters suggests.
Transgender and Transgender sTudies
As early as in 1999, Jack Halberstam and Annamarie Jagose maintain that
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people in many parts of the world, who experience oppression because of 
their variance from socially privileged expressions of manhood or woman-
hood” (8). From this definition of ‘transgender’, the question arises as to 
the agenda of the interdisciplinary field of transgender studies.7
For Stryker and Currah the field “encompasses the possibility that 
transgender people … can be subjects of knowledge as well as objects of 
knowledge. That is, they can articulate critical knowledge from embod-
ied positions that would otherwise be rendered pathological, marginal, 
invisible, or unintelligible within dominant and normative organizations 
of power/knowledge” (9). In analogy to fields of intellectual activism 
such as feminist studies, disability studies, race, and ethnicity studies “and 
other areas of inquiry that seek to dismantle social hierarchies rooted in 
forms of bodily difference, the critique of knowledge that operates within 
transgender studies has an intricate and inseparable connection to broader 
movements for social justice and social transformation” (ibid.). From this 
it follows that transgender studies is not merely investigating transgender 
phenomena as its proper object; “it also treats as its archive and object of 
study the very practices of power/knowledge over gender-variant bod-
ies that construct transgender people as deviant” (4). Thus transgender 
studies “is to the medico-juridical and psychotherapeutic management of 
transgender phenomena what performance studies is to performance, or 
science studies is to science” (ibid.). As a consequence, transgender studies
does not … merely extend previously existing research agendas … [but] 
draws upon the powerful contestations of normative knowledge that 
emerged over the course of the twentieth century from critical theory, 
poststructuralist and postmodernist epistemologies, postcolonial studies, 
cultural studies of science, and identity-based critiques of dominant cul-
tural practices emanating from feminism, communities of color, diasporic 
and displaced communities, disability studies, AIDS activism, and queer 
subcultures and from the lives of people interpellated as being transgender. 
(ibid.)
The work of the field, Stryker and Currah further argue, is also to com-
prehend the nature of past and present shifts in attitudes toward what 
gender itself means and does, as well as “the new forms of sociality that 
have emerged from them” (5). Transgender studies thus reevaluates.
prior understandings of gender, sex, sexuality, embodiment, and identity, in 
light of recent transgender phenomena, from critical perspectives informed 
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by and in dialogue with transgender practices and knowledge formations. 
As historically new possibilities for gender self-perception and expression 
emerge, as states reevaluate and sometimes alter their practices of admin-
istering gender, as biomedical technologies blur customary boundaries 
between men and women and transform our mode of reproduction, as bod-
ies and environments collapse into one another across newly technologized 
refigurations of subjects and objects, transgender studies appears [to be] 
an increasingly vital way of making sense of the world we live in and of the 
directions in which contemporary changes are trending. (5)
Moreover, transgender studies “engages with the radically transforma-
tive implications of contemporary and prospective biomedical technolo-
gies of the body”. It engages “with critical questions about the boundaries 
between human and nonhuman animals or between nonliving and liv-
ing materiality” and discusses “many of the same philosophical questions 
about the embodied nature of consciousness that arise in the neurocogni-
tive sciences, robotics, and studies of artificial intelligence” (9).8 Recently, 
Regina Kunzel has argued that one of the most striking new developments 
in transgender studies seems to be a turn away from identity as a primary 
object of analysis and a move to critique the notion of a coherent trans-
gender identity or a master narrative of transgender identity formation 
(see also Valentine).
For Kunzel, transgender denotes less an identity than a way of analy-
sis, an analytical lens, a way of seeing, and a way of knowing that can 
be understood “as an epistemological position from which new, dissident 
forms of knowledge are produced” (289). One important field here is 
the link between colonization/decolonization and transgender, given 
that transgender studies has been criticized, among other things, for “its 
implicit whiteness, U.S.-centricity, Anglophone bias” (Stryker and Aizura 
4),9 given that “the conversation on decolonization in transgender studies 
has scarcely begun” (Stryker and Currah 2014b, 306)10 and that transgen-
der “can operate both as a practice of decolonization that opens new pros-
pects for vitally necessary and radically democratic social change and as a 
vector for the perpetuation of colonialist practices” (Stryker and Currah 
2014a, 8).
Simultaneously, transgender as a field is moving in transnational direc-
tions: there are “increasingly globalized transgender studies” (Henry 404), 
a global approach which explores “how geographic and geopolitical loca-
tions and histories of empire, colonialism, displacement, and settlement 
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shape different gender-variant subjectivities, identities, and embodiment” 
(Kunzel; see also Stryker 2006, 14).11 Other important developments 
concern the dialogue between transgender and disability studies12 or the 
ongoing negotiations between transgender and queer studies, given that 
both fields “are linked through shared histories, methods, and commit-
ments to transforming the situation of gender and sexual outsiders” (Love 
172) and that “[c]hallenging discrete categories of identity has been cen-
tral to the work of both queer and transgender studies from the start”
(ibid.). Heather Love argues that while “queer is associated primarily with
nonnormative desires and sexual practices, and transgender is associated
primarily with nonnormative gender identifications and embodiments, it
is both theoretically and practically difficult to draw a clear line between
them” (ibid.).13 She further argues that queer and transgender studies
are linked (a) in their activist investments, (b) their dissident methodolo-
gies, (c) their critical interrogation of and resistance to gender and sexual
norms, (d) their shared critique of sexual and gender normativity, and
(e) in their resistance to disciplinary and methodological norms.
inTersex and inTersex sTudies
While transgender and queer studies are often brought together, this 
does not hold true for transgender and intersex studies. As Todd Reeser 
remarks, work on intersex and work in transgender studies are very sepa-
rate in the broad area of gender studies, and hardly any scholar or scientist 
works in both areas simultaneously. Given the fact that work in intersex 
and in transgender studies is still very separate in the broad area of gen-
der studies, one of the aims of this volume is to create a link, to trigger 
a negotiation between transgender and intersex studies, and to put these 
two areas of inquiry into closer and more sustained dialogue.
As a matter of fact, it is striking that while the first Transgender Studies 
Reader did contain work on intersex, namely Cheryl Chase’s article 
“Hermaphrodites with Attitude: Mapping the Emergence of Intersex 
Political Activism” as well as a second article by T. Benjamin Singer, which 
at least took intersex into consideration, there are only three entries in 
the index for intersex in the Transgender Studies Reader 2 (pages 157–
60, 389, 391–2), the biggest of which refers to an article about “Animal 
Trans” and discusses, among other things, the fact that “barnacles can be 
intersex” (Hird 158). The relation between intersex studies and feminism 
is also problematic and tenuous: Cheryl Chase argues that intersex queers 
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Sometimes individuals are born with genital, genetic, or hormonal char-
acteristics that some people find confusing. From this phenomenon of 
‘intersex,’ a range of claims and counterclaims have flowed regarding sex-
ual difference, medicine, gender, and identity … Intersex is often popularly 
conflated with ambiguous genitalia—external sexual anatomy that cannot 
be easily described as entirely female or male … However, for clinicians, an 
intersex diagnosis can refer also to attributes that are not apparent on the 
body’s surface, including XXY sex chromosomes or indifference to the hor-
mones that produce effects connotative of masculinity. What such inter-
sex diagnoses have in common is the medicalization of a failure to classify 
the body as one of two sexes. That such a failure would be problematic is 
not obvious, nor is its medicalization; nonetheless, medical treatment of 
intersex is standard practice in the West … Within the last decade, medical 
guidelines have shifted to recommend psychological support and disclosure 
by default …, but the extent to which these guidelines have been put into 
practice remains disappointingly unclear. (Morland 111)16
Iain Morland argues that “to this day, medical sexology remains largely 
disengaged from relevant debates in the humanities over gender and the 
constitution of the self” and that “the medicalization of intersex is a funda-
mentally erroneous project” which “mistakes social norms and their trans-
gression for properties of bodies, which can be modified or disambiguated 
through clinical interventions. But ambiguity is an  interpretation, not a 
trait; and one cannot do surgery on a norm” (113).17 In this sense, Chase 
argues that “current medical practice effectively abolishes the natural 
“the foundations upon which depend not only the medical management 
of bodies but also widely shared feminist assumptions of properly embod-
ied feminine subjectivity. To the extent that we are not normatively female 
or normatively women, we are not considered the proper subjects of femi-
nist concern” (312).14 The picture also is bleak with regard to the rela-
tion between intersex studies, politics, medicine, and biology. Here, Chase  
blames “the complex interactions between ideologies of race, gender, 
colonialism, and science” which “effectively silence and render invisible 
intersex experience in first-world contexts” (310).15 For her, “[c]utting 
intersex genitals becomes yet another hidden mechanism for imposing 
normalcy upon unruly flesh, a means of containing the potential anarchy 
of desires and identifications within oppressive heteronormative struc-
tures” (ibid.). But maybe we should go one step back and start with a 
definition of intersex:
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diversity of sexed body types and uses the sharp end of a scalpel to impose 
a culturally constructed male/female dichotomy” (300). More than 25 
years ago, Suzanne Kessler noted that “the possibilities for real societal 
transformations would be unlimited” if only physicians and scientists spe-
cializing in the management of gender could recognize that
finally, and always, people construct gender as well as the social systems that 
are grounded in gender-based concepts … Accepting genital ambiguity as a 
natural option would require that physicians also acknowledge that genital 
ambiguity is ‘corrected’ not because it is threatening to the infant’s life but 
because it is threatening to the infant’s culture. (Kessler qtd. in Chase 313)
Because our culture has “relinquished to medicine the authority to 
police the boundaries of male and female”, intersexuals are left “to recover 
as best they can, alone and silent, from violent normalization” (Chase 
303). In order to get beyond this silence and marginalization, we have 
to recognize that “intersex, transgender, and sexual-orientation activism 
are closely linked through a shared liberal emphasis on protecting per-
sonal ethical choice and the right to control one’s own body” (300). As 
Morland argues, in
the context of trans studies, both intersex and transsexuality raise the ques-
tion of what kind of body one needs to have in order to claim membership 
in a gender and whether a person’s sense of belonging to a gender is col-
ored by the experience of living in a body that has been touched by medi-
cal technology. Sometimes intersex and transsexuality have been construed 
as complementary examples of gender’s construction—where the former 
shows gender’s assemblage by force, and the latter its alteration by free will. 
But that analysis assumes the success of most intersex treatment and fails to 
account for the continuity of identity experienced by many trans individuals 
before and after medical treatment. Encounters with medicine neither cause 
trans people to change gender nor cause intersex individuals to acquire gen-
der in the first place. (114)
If intersex and transgender communities are socially marginalized 
because they belie the core contemporary ideology that people are born 
with a binary physical sex, and that this determines their binary gender, we 
have to inquire into who profits from the rigid maintenance of this binary 
system. By doing so, the hierarchical structure of scientific disciplines or 
discourses which deal with transgender and intersex has to be taken into 
Final edited form was published in "Transgender and Intersex: Theoretical, Practical, and Artistic Perspectives", 
New York: Palgrave Macmillan 2016 
https://doi.org/10.1057/978-1-349-71325-7_1
9 
 
 
Provided by Sächsische Landesbibliothek - Staats- und Universitätsbibliothek Dresden
One dilemma is that I feel to some extent pressured by two clearly oppos-
ing views. On one side is the belief held by most adult support groups that 
genital surgery is often harmful and that genital variation and difference are 
valuable and acceptable.
On the other side is the constant pressure by society that difference is 
a bad thing and that all must aspire to a ‘normal’ appearance. Patients are 
often deeply influenced by the latter, which drives and informs decisions 
they make about surgery for themselves or for affected children. (253; see 
also Chap. 2 by Whittle and Turner in this book)
What has become evident in this quote is the contrast between what 
Cary Gabriel Costello, in his chapter in this book, calls “an identity frame-
work” and “a disorder framework”. Very often, these two frameworks not 
only lead to rifts within both intersex and transgender communities, but 
also explain some of the problems and misunderstandings between these 
communities. Both the intersex and transgender communities contain 
individuals who frame their community distinction as a matter of identity 
account. Which discourses claim to have the prerogative of interpretation, 
that is, the right to define and to interpret these phenomena or varieties? 
Why has Western culture relinquished the authority to police the bound-
aries of sex and gender to discourses such as biology and medicine? How 
do these discourses justify their claims to authority, and why—given that 
there are many human beings who do not fit into the culturally produced, 
traditional, heteronormative system of being either male or female—does 
Western culture, even in the twenty-first century, still vigorously defend 
this system of enforced binaries? And finally: How is this regime linked to 
the constitution, the law, and the organization of society in general?
OppOsing FramewOrks, pOssible paradOxes, 
and essenTialisms
By bringing up the questions mentioned above, transgender and intersex 
studies can be seen as forms of critical knowledge engaged in an epistemo-
logical and biopolitical battle; as “insurgent knowledges” that “challenge 
official knowledges” (see Stryker 2006, 12–13), such as the male/female 
binary, a category which is enforced not only on the public and individ-
ual consciousness, but also on the body. In this context, Sarah Creighton 
argues:
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and pride, and others who view their difference as a disorder that should 
be approached with pity and cured medically. As Costello argues, many 
transsexuals present transsexuality as an intersex condition of the brain, 
their hope being that if the larger society can be persuaded that this is the 
case, medical transition services will be freely provided out of pity to cure 
those afflicted with intersex brains, as children with intermediate genitals 
are given sex assignment surgery.18
If the focus on the relation between transgender and intersex com-
munities as well as their marginalization by society is an important aspect 
of this volume, another is—on a more philosophical or abstract level—
the problem of the recurrence or reappearance of what could be called 
‘body essentialism’ on the one hand, and ‘mind essentialism’ (see Chaps. 5  
and 9) on the other—with the added twist that some theories, almost par-
adoxically, locate the primacy of the mental structure in biology.19 While 
Alice D.  Dreger and April M.  Herndon contend that “even hard-core 
constructivism amounts to an essentialism itself—in this case, actually a 
biological essentialism that presumes everyone is born with a blank slate 
for a brain where gender is concerned” (216), Anne Fausto-Sterling 
points out that “on close inspection, absolute dimorphism disintegrates 
even at the level of basic biology. Chromosomes, hormones, the internal 
sex structures, the gonads, and the external genitalia all vary more than 
most people realize” (2000b, 20).20
In fact, neither a hard-line social constructivist nor a hard-line biological 
essentialist theory of gender seems supportable by the real-life experience of 
people with intersex … Ultimately it seems illogical to have so firm a belief in 
either the biological determination or social construction of gender that all 
of us with stable identities amount to either biologically programmed robots 
or victims of false consciousness. (Dreger and Herndon 215–6)21
From this it follows that both body and mind essentialism are not only 
potentially self-contradictory, but also run the risk of reductionism. These 
forms of essentialism probably reveal more about the reliance of the human 
mind on binary structures and relations in understanding and making 
sense of a multifaceted and polymorphous reality than about this reality 
itself. Here again, the supposed difference between femininity and mascu-
linity, between sex and gender, and between nature and culture is shown 
to be untenable, given that “the only way we can ever access the supposed 
hard truth of the material body is through the same ‘constructed’ cat-
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Our conceptions of the nature of gender difference shape, even as they 
reflect, the ways we structure our social system and polity; they also shape 
and reflect our understanding of our physical bodies. Nowhere is this clearer 
than in the debates about the structure (and restructuring) of bodies that 
exhibit sexual ambiguity. (Fausto-Sterling 2000a, 45)
Sandy Stone has called the transsexual body “a hotly contested site of 
cultural inscription, a meaning machine for the production of ideal type” 
(230). She argues that it is exactly on the battlefield of the transsexual body 
that the “epistemologies of white male medical practice, the rage of radi-
cal feminist theories and the chaos of lived gendered experience” (ibid.) 
clash. But is the trans* body really “futurity itself” (Halberstam 2005, 18), 
as some would claim, making male pregnancies possible (see Chap. 6 by 
Stritzke and Scaramuzza in this book) and paving the way to technotopias, 
to bodies with new organs and to organs without bodies?22 And how do we 
conceive of the body? As a Lacanian system of differences (see Horlacher 
2010, 221–32), as a biopolitical or ‘merely’ as a biological entity and a new 
playground for cosmetic surgery (see Atkinson 2006, 2008), as être brut 
or raw being in the sense of Merleau-Ponty, as “one (already constituted) 
object of knowledge among others”, as “the contingent ground of all our 
knowledge, and of all our knowing” (Stryker 2006, 12; see also Fuss 254) 
or as the unreachable and finally unknowable product of cultural categories? 
Has the body really “remained a conceptual blind spot in both Western phil-
osophical thought and contemporary feminist theory” as Elizabeth Grosz 
argues (3),23 while the “materiality of language in contemporary thought 
has taken the place of the materiality of the body” (Prosser 13)?
While Jay Prosser argues that in “transsexual accounts transition does 
not shift the subject away from the embodiment of sexual difference but 
more fully into it” (6),24 and while he asks whether there are not also 
“transgendered trajectories … in particular transsexual trajectories”, in the 
sense of “transsexuals who seek very pointedly to be nonperformative, to 
be constative, quite simply to be” (32, emphasis in the original), we could 
egories from which we also seem, persistently, to want to distinguish that 
body” (Floyd 33–4). If Chase argues that in a two-stage process science 
“produces through a series of masked operations what it claims merely to 
observe” (303) then the male/female binary—just as other binaries—is 
a prime example of this and the “result of the very medical technologies 
designed to enforce it” (Floyd 40).
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ask whether transgender/transsexual automatically implies a change from 
one discrete gender/sex to another and whether trans* should not be 
understood “as a transition toward movement itself”, so that “the trans 
body might destabilize stable definitions of femininity and masculinity 
by inventing new gendered configurations” (Reeser 33). Maybe it is pre-
cisely “[b]ecause the transition is so frequently not into the comfortably 
knowable space of maleness or femaleness, but into a gendered space that 
remains inconceivable” that “the challenge transgender and intersex stud-
ies present” to gender studies, science and society in general “is a chal-
lenge to what the available terms of this area of study” but also the ideas, 
concepts and configurations floating in the cultural imaginary and the cul-
tural unconscious “allow us to conceive, and to what they hinder us from 
conceiving” (Floyd 46).25
The CreaTive dimensiOn, Or: The arTs as repOsiTOry 
OF The CulTural imaginary
One of the most important sources of knowledge, where the unthink-
able becomes thinkable, where horizons can be transgressed, and where 
resistance is possible is the arts. Therefore, it is absolutely necessary to 
take the specific knowledge of the arts into account, first, by considering 
them as indispensable epistemological media as well as important objects 
of research; second, by focusing on the complex interactions between 
Lebenswelt and the arts; and third, by paying close attention to the impor-
tant role the arts play in acquiring a knowledge of the lifeworld, that is, a 
knowledge about and for living different lives (see Ette 2010) that renders 
Überleben (survival) possible (see Ette 2004). While art surely takes part 
in the regulating functions detailed by Michel Foucault, it also just as 
surely has the power to resist (see Ostrov Weisser 11), can be considered 
as a repository of culturally and socially relevant knowledge and hence as a 
privileged medium of analysis (see Horlacher 2013, 1–15).
Literature, photography, film, and other art forms can be understood 
as phenomena that actively shape extra-textual reality, constitute a cen-
tral part of that “larger symbolic order by which a culture imagines its 
relation to the conditions of its existence” (Matus 5), expose as well as 
delineate “ideologies, opening the web of power relations for inspec-
tion”, and  constitute a space “in which shared anxieties and tensions are 
articulated and symbolically addressed” (7). The arts hold a knowledge 
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or savoir littéraire (in the wider sense) which transcends any purely socio-
logical, political, or historical analysis (see Horlacher 2004; 2008), and 
represent a privileged space of simulation where the work they perform 
on a broader cultural imaginary can be analyzed (see Fluck 1997, 7–29; 
Horlacher 2006; 2008).
Therefore, the critical analyses offered in this volume should make it 
possible not only to identify the mechanisms of construction and trans-
formation of gender identities within works of art, understood as highly 
artificial, condensed, polysemous symbolic systems, but also to relate their 
internal logic or mechanisms to both the artistic system itself and the 
wider social and cultural context. This consideration of contemporary art 
(and its link to activist movements and politics) is of special importance 
since, according to scholars ranging from Stephen Greenblatt via Roland 
Barthes to Donald Winnicott, Wilfried Fluck, and Georg Simmel, art  
creates spaces in which ludic, creative, and experimental thinking 
becomes possible, in which humankind can transcend itself and create new 
ways of living and alternative concepts of understanding, also of one’s  
own gender or sexual identity.
Since it is through the individual person that art exercises its influence 
on society and its notion of community, and since transgender and inter-
sex are primarily social/cultural issues and phenomena, the interdepen-
dency and interaction between art, the individual, and society is of prime 
importance. Art has not only made identity one of its most important 
themes, but through its very functioning plays a significant role in the 
construction of the identity of its readers, viewers, and listeners. The value 
of art and, as Jonathan Culler argues, especially literature, has “long been 
linked to the vicarious experiences it gives readers, enabling them to know 
how it feels to be in particular situations and thus to acquire dispositions 
to act and feel in certain ways” (113).
Not only literary works but also other art forms, such as film, pho-
tography, and theater, etc. “encourage identification with characters by 
showing things from their point of view” (ibid.). They “address us in ways 
that demand identification, and identification works to create identity: we 
become who we are by identifying with figures we read about”; figures 
who create different, alternative, and novel identities (114).26 Thus, art 
has the (political) power to interrupt the foundational narratives domi-
nant in any particular society or community and pave the way for “other 
 divergent or emergent narratives, or new and different forms of sense” 
(James 199). It possesses the “power of ontological disclosure” (200), 
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interrupting myths of completeness, closure, and homogeneous totality. 
Moreover, art is particularly suited to communicate shared existence as 
such and to expose that “community exists always and already … as the 
nonidentity of shared finitude” (James 197; see Nancy) because the inher-
ent polysemy of art illustrates and “affirms a sharing of sense which is irre-
ducible to any fixed identity or meaning” (James 200). Art thereby reveals 
the heterogeneity of any society or community and actively gives voice to 
marginalized and minoritarian groups and discourses.
Works of art are not only characterized by their ability to defamiliarize 
and alienate; and do not only subvert “the illusions on which our percep-
tion is based” by opening up “an unexpected view of the object” and 
by thus drawing “attention to the illusory nature of conventional modes 
of perception”,27 but also generate acts of the imagination which involve 
ideation (Vorstellung) instead of perception (Wahrnehmung). By thus 
conceptualizing the act of reading (understood in a wider sense) as an 
act of imagining, we can stress the potential not only of the fictional text 
but also of other art forms “to articulate something that is still unformu-
lated” (Fluck 2002, 257) and to give “a determinate shape to imaginary 
elements, ranging from fantasy to affective dimensions, by linking these 
elements with a semblance of the real” (261). The aesthetic experience 
can thereby be understood as “a state ‘in-between’ in which, as a result of 
the doubling structure of fictionality, we are … ‘both ourselves and some-
one else at the same time’” (263). The act of fictionalizing does thus 
appear as “a constant crossing of boundaries between the real and the 
imaginary” (Iser 1986, 5) whereby the imaginary is endowed with a deter-
minate gestalt while “reality’s determinacy is outstripped” (ibid.). Thus, 
“[e]nabled by acts of fictionalization to move constantly between the 
imaginary and the real” (Thomas 626), readers (of books, paintings, films, 
and so on) perpetually ‘stage’ themselves, fashion new identities, imagine 
new worlds and create other, more expressive versions of themselves; ver-
sions of themselves which are not simple cases of self-aggrandizements 
“through wish- fulfillment but an extension of [their] … own interiority 
over a whole (made-up) world” (Fluck 2002, 263–4).
From this, it follows that by creating a fictional account of a diffuse 
imaginary without direct reference to extra-textual reality, art and—given 
the overall importance of language and its performative dimension for 
what it means to be human—especially literature can be regarded as a 
particularly effective medium for the creation of alternative selves beyond 
what is deemed acceptable within a specific culture. In doing so, it enables 
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the human being to continuously transcend itself and opens up new lee-
way for imaginary constructions of the self while producing the simul-
taneous existence of the possible and the real. It is this simultaneity that 
renders art a privileged medium for working on a cultural imaginary that 
not only offers the individual a wealth of possibilities, but also motivates 
said individual to express, stage, and invent itself in ever original and novel 
acts (see Fluck 1997, 7–29). And in the context of the premises which 
guide the present volume, this means—above all—the creation of ever 
new and different gender or sexual identities and subject positions.
TOpiCs, ChapTers, sTruCTures
One aim of this volume is to make sure that the literary texts, films, pho-
tographs, etc. chosen for the following analyses are highly topical and rep-
resentative of the ongoing de- and reconstruction of transgender, intersex, 
and other gender identities during the late twentieth and early twenty-first 
centuries, and to precede these analyses with a group of more theoreti-
cal articles which explore fundamental legal, sociological, and lifeworld 
perspectives. Given the importance and regulatory function of the law in 
Western societies, it should be no surprise that the first two chapters in this 
volume focus on legal questions in relation to transgender and intersex. 
Chapter 2 by Stephen Whittle and Lewis Turner on “Queer Europe: New 
Normative Values for Global LGBT Law” not only reviews the jurispru-
dence of sex and gender in medieval Europe—a history in which a Judeo- 
Christian based legal framework allowed for the persecution and judicial 
killing of LGBT people—but also considers how the new ‘Europes’ of the 
European Union (EU) and the Council of Europe, in their response to a 
Europe in which the Nazi genocide was able to flourish, have responded 
to this traditional jurisprudence. The chapter outlines the development of 
a new moral sensibility, a new ‘rule of law’, which has created a social and 
legal framework in which LGBT people’s rights have not just been increas-
ingly recognized, but are also increasingly protected.
Chapter 3 deals with legal frameworks in sports. In “Fear, Loathing, 
and Empty Gestures: UK Legislation on Sport and the Transgender 
Participant” David McArdle argues that the Gender Recognition Act 
2004, s.19—which sought to restrict transgendered persons’ opportuni-
ties to participate in sports—was never argued before the courts of the 
UK before being repealed by the Equality Act 2010, and that the 2004 
Act had sought to ban transgendered persons’ sports participation if their 
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involvement was not conducive to either ‘competitive fairness’ or ‘safety’. 
His chapter explores the legal difficulties that were always bound to exist 
in enforcing a prohibition on either ground, and considers the relevant 
medical literature and fundamental legal principles that are common to 
most European jurisdictions. By doing so, McArdle illustrates the diffi-
culty of introducing lawful, effective constraints on transgender participa-
tion, and argues in favor of inclusivity for all sports participants.
The following three chapters all focus on transgender and intersex 
simultaneously: Chapter 4 by Cary Gabriel Costello on “Intersex and 
Trans* Communities: Commonalities and Tensions” shifts the focus from 
a legal to a more sociological or ‘real life-perspective’. Costello maintains 
that intersex and trans* communities are similar in that they are both 
marginalized because they belie a core contemporary ideology, that is that 
people are born with a binary physical sex, and that this determines their 
binary gender. Costello argues that trans* and intersex people, having 
bodies and identities that often conflict with this precept, are subjected 
to social stigma that can have powerful negative effects. While this com-
monality has led some intersex and trans* people to make common cause 
and work together politically, other factors, which Costello analyzes in 
detail, drive the two communities apart. He concludes that it is only the 
subsets of the intersex and trans* communities that employ what he calls 
an “identity framework”, who tend to work together as allies. These allied 
individuals center the idea that sex status should be a matter of personal 
autonomy based on gender identity, and validate non-binary gender iden-
tities in addition to binary ones.
Chapter 5 by Sebastian Jansen on “Transgender and Intersex: 
Unavoidable Essentialism and the Normative Struggle for Recognition” 
takes Costello’s observations into account but argues on a more theo-
retical and abstract level. According to Jansen, transgender and intersex 
studies are stuck in an ‘anti rhetoric’ against heteronormativity and binary 
oppositions. Not only is this practice, he argues, questionable from a theo-
retical point of view, but, much more problematically, it serves to alienate 
parts of the community—most notably many intersex people. In order to 
find new ways of formulating activism, Jansen interrogates the theoreti-
cal underpinnings of transgender and intersex studies respectively. What 
emerges are two persistently recurring forms of essentialism: ‘mind essen-
tialism’ and ‘body essentialism’. But instead of denouncing them, Jansen 
shows how essentialisms can be employed for emancipatory positions—a 
strategy that has further implications for transgender and intersex stud-
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ies and their contributions to gender studies in general. Finally, Jansen 
proposes a shift away from fighting against a binary gender system in gen-
der studies towards working for intersex and trans* people’s recognition 
and self-determination—tacitly accepting that this may change the gender 
framework as we know it.
In Chapter 6, “Trans*, Intersex, and the Question of Pregnancy: 
Beyond Repronormative Reproduction”, Nadyne Stritzke and Elisa 
Scaramuzza argue that reproduction in Western societies remains a cul-
tural realm which is distinctively governed by characteristically heteronor-
mative discursive conditions and that—because of this—it is high time 
to critically examine the interrelatedness between repronormativity and 
trans* and intersex lived bodies. They contend that Western cultures are 
moving towards paradigmatic changes of legalizing, treating and embody-
ing sex/gender identities that will substantially alter socio-cultural dis-
courses on, and practices of, reproduction. Within this period of upheaval, 
the question of trans* and intersex pregnancies challenges norms of repro-
duction, with both trans* as well as intersex pregnancies being perceived, 
or better, constructed as deviations from a hegemonic binary norm. In 
the last part of their chapter, Stritzke and Scaramuzza delineate significant 
new perspectives on how repronormatively organized discourses form the 
basis of our cultures’ understanding of trans* and intersex pregnancies and 
emphasize their shared characteristics in order to develop mutual political 
strategies.
In Chapter 7, “Transgender in a Global Frame”, Jack Halberstam dis-
cusses the subtle discursive shifts which have made transgenderism in the 
USA and Europe into simultaneously a mark of the historically specific 
definitional cleaving of homosexuality from gender variance, a trendy and 
stylistic shift from gender androgyny within lesbian communities to gender 
variance within gender-queer communities, and a sign of an internal split 
within feminism between the stabilization of the category of woman and 
the undermining of the coherence of the category within queer theory. 
Halberstam demonstrates how transgenderism has been installed within 
a ‘global gay’ system as part of the hegemony of US taxonomies—the 
addition of ‘T’ to the acronym ‘LGBT’ allows for the neat division and 
explanation of a very wide range of translocal phenomena in terms of the 
US model. For Halberstam, this leads to the question as to how we are 
to understand and explain the impact of transgenderism upon, not only 
traditional gendering, but also upon queer communities and even on the 
ebb and flow of sexual and gender definition globally.
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The first chapter dedicated to the arts in this volume can, in itself, be 
considered a work of art. “INTER*me: An Inter-Locution on the Body 
in Photography” is a contribution written by Jay Prosser, Eliza Steinbock, 
and photographer, ‘part time gender terrorist’, and twice-parent (‘Ma- Pa’) 
Del LaGrace Volcano. It features many up-to-now unpublished photos by 
Volcano and engages, as the title suggests, on herm’s latest photographic 
series, titled INTER*me. The ‘inter-locution’ in form of a conversation 
with friends and fellow gender travelers interleaves Volcano’s most recent 
images with some of herm’s earlier iconic photographs, as the discussion 
reflects on various interstices: between the body, aging, and cultural ideals 
of beauty; between self-imaging, community representation, and familial 
connections; and between the technologies of gender and those of pho-
tography. The conversation reveals how the patterns in the INTER*me 
series interlock with those in Volcano’s oeuvre and ultimately also with the 
interwoven patterns of birth, life, and death.
Following Volcano’s, Prosser’s, and Steinbock’s contribution, Chapter 9 
comprises almost all realms this book is concerned with. In his article on 
“Hermaphrodite’s Voice: Dealing with the Either-Or Attitude in Science, 
Law and the Arts”, Michael Groneberg situates resistances against the accep-
tance of what he calls “inter- and transgendered persons” in the ‘either-
or attitude’ governing human mind and action by a disjunctive logic, and 
discusses possible solutions. Groneberg identifies the ‘either-or  attitude’ in 
the tendency of science to create binary analytic tools as well as in antique 
forms of art production, and demonstrates how sex/gender and nature/
nurture distinctions reproduce a disjunctive attitude with violent potential 
on the level of theory. Stressing the importance of the arts and the imagi-
nary, Groneberg draws in a tour de force on Greek statues, on texts by Ovid 
and Plato, on German and French literature (Mitgift, Le clavecin, La tête en 
bas, Sarrasine), on John Cameron Mitchell’s musical Hedwig and the Angry 
Inch, and on Del LaGrace Volcano’s photography. He concludes by arguing 
that the various ways different art forms deal with irruptions of the gender 
binary offer highly valuable insights into the actual challenges of modern life 
and also of science and the arts.
Chapter 10, by Mirjam M. Frotscher, also stresses the importance of the 
arts and brings, once again, transgender and intersex together. In “On the 
Intelligibility of Trans* and Intersex Characters in Contemporary British 
and American Fiction”, Frotscher argues that the past decades have seen 
an unmistakable uptick in fiction starring trans* or intersex characters and 
that their entrance into fictional space can potentially open up new narra-
Final edited form was published in "Transgender and Intersex: Theoretical, Practical, and Artistic Perspectives", 
New York: Palgrave Macmillan 2016 
https://doi.org/10.1057/978-1-349-71325-7_1
19 
 
 
Provided by Sächsische Landesbibliothek - Staats- und Universitätsbibliothek Dresden
1.  For reasons of space, I limit myself to this example taken from the field of
intersex. As far as transgender is concerned, other examples could have
been given, the most salient being Chelsea Manning, Caitlyn Jenner or
Lana Wachowski.
2.  In the different chapters of this book, the terms or concepts of trans*,
transgender and transsexual are used since I did not want to impose cate-
gories or restrictions on the authors of the different chapters. In this intro-
ductory article, I use the term transgender as umbrella term; transsexual is
only used if the bodily dimension is stressed, that is when the fact that
people have undergone surgery is of significance. Moreover, whenever sec-
ondary literature is quoted, discussed or commented on in this introduc-
tion, I also use the original terms. For the usage of transgender as ‘umbrella 
term’ see Stryker and Aizura, who call “transexual, transvestite, transgen-
der, and genderqueer” alternate spellings of “transsexual” (2); Williams,
tive possibilities in representing characters who were, and sometimes still 
are, deemed hard to portray or seen as entirely unintelligible. Focusing 
on three novels in particular, Stone Butch Blues (1993) by Leslie Feinberg, 
Trumpet (1998) by Jackie Kay, and Middlesex (2002) by Jeffrey Eugenides, 
Frotscher traces the different modes of representation used in the novels, 
the way all three differ in their approach to their trans* and intersex pro-
tagonists, and the concepts of gender, sex, and sexuality underlying these 
narratives. Finally, she inquires to which degree the trans* and intersex 
lives presented are deemed viable and intelligible.
In the final chapter (Chap. 11) of this volume, John Phillips’ “Boys 
Don’t Cry and Tomboy: A Comparative Analysis”, the different media and 
art forms analyzed so far are supplemented by film, the p rincipal focus 
being a French movie, Tomboy (2011), viewed and interpreted intertex-
tually through the prism of an earlier English-language film, Boys Don’t 
Cry (1999). Phillips’ discussion draws on the relevant discourses of queer 
theory, principally the work of Judith Butler, and on appropriate Freudian 
and Jungian ideas, and argues that both films address the theme of cross- 
dressing and its effects on others, showing that the emotional and psycho-
logical reactions of close adults can have equally traumatic effects in the 
case of children as in that of teenagers. Both films therefore represent, as 
Phillips demonstrates, a plea for the understanding of transsexual tenden-
cies, regardless of the age concerned, while raising questions relating to 
sexual maturity and the rights of the individual.
nOTes
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who claims that the “word transgender entered widespread use as an 
umbrella term for describing a range of gender-variant identities and com-
munities” (232), and Love, who argues that transgender is “able to con-
jure a spectrum that can include transsexuals, cross-dressers, and butches 
and femmes” but “also signals a resistance to the taxonomic framework 
implied by the model of the spectrum (even as it ‘overcomes’ it)” (173). 
For the emergence and institutionalization of transgender as a category of 
collective identity and political activism see Valentine.
3.  The term biopolitical is used here in a Foucauldian sense. See Foucault
(2012), Stryker (2014, 38–42).
4.  For a critical analysis of the relationship between feminist studies and trans-
gender studies see Enke (2012); Heyes, and especially Noble.
5.  I would also like to thank Sebastian Jansen (TU Dresden), Ulrike Kohn
(TU Dresden), and Mirjam Frotscher (TU Dresden) for their help with
the manuscript as well as Todd Reeser (Pittsburgh) and Bill Baker (Ohio
State) for their support.
6.  See also Williams; Stryker and Currah (2014a, 1–18).
7.  See also: TSQ: Transgender Studies Quarterly, of which volume 1.1-2
(2014) offers a survey of “key concepts” for trans* studies; Stryker and
Whittle; Stryker and Aizura; McKenna and Kessler.
8.  “As such, transgender studies is emerging as a vital arena for exploring the
evolving edge of our species-life at a historical moment of rapid techno-
logical and environmental change that calls into question some of our most
fundamental notions of what human life means and may come (or cease)
to be” (Stryker and Currah 2014a, 9). See also Halberstam (2005):
“Transgenderism, with its promise of gender liberation and its patina of
transgression, its promise of flexibility and its reality of a committed rigid-
ity, could be the successful outcome of years of gender activism” (21).
However, as Halberstam also concedes, it could just as easily be “the sign
of the reincorporation of a radical subculture back into the flexible econ-
omy of postmodern culture” (ibid.).
9.  Kunzel argues that transgender identity may raise “problems of false coher-
ence that flatten out differences among transgender subjects, of required
conformities for recognition as authentically transgender, of the implicit
whiteness and middle-classness of the transgender subject” (288). Stryker
and Currah (2014a) admit that, given the fact that the term transgender
“originated among white people within Eurocentric modernity … it risks
becoming yet another project of colonization … for making sense of human 
diversity by measuring it within a Eurocentric frame of reference, against a
Eurocentric standard” (8).
10.  It is in this context that Stryker and Aizura pose the question of what
“kinds of questions and practices, then, can transgender studies offer that
advance an anti-colonialist agenda, and that resist the subsumption of non-
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western configurations of personhood into western- dominant frameworks 
that privilege either ‘homo’ or ‘trans,’ or assume the ontological given-ness 
of the concepts man and woman? What might an anti-colonial or decolo-
nizing transgender studies look like?” (9) See also: Feminist Studies 37.2 
(2011).
11.  See also the special issue “Decolonizing the Transgender Imaginary.” TSQ:
Transgender Studies Quarterly 1.3 (2014).
12.  For a dialogue with disability studies see: Enke (2013); Clare.
13.  See also Stryker and Currah (2014a) who argue that a “particularly rich
stream of dialogue within transgender studies pertains to the relationship
between transgender and queer” (6).
14. “Intersexuals have had such difficulty generating mainstream feminist sup-
port not only because of the racist and colonialist frameworks that situate
clitorectomy as a practice foreign to proper subjects within the first world
but also because intersexuality undermines the stability of the category
‘woman’ that undergirds much of first-world feminist discourse. We call
into question the assumed relation between genders and bodies and dem-
onstrate how some bodies do not fit easily into male/female dichotomies.
We embody viscerally the truth of Judith Butler’s dictum that ‘sex’, the
concept that accomplishes the materialization and naturalization of power-
laden, culturally constructed differences, has really been ‘gender’ all along” 
(Chase 312).
15.  “About one in a hundred births exhibits some anomaly in sex differentia-
tion, and about one in two thousand is different enough to render prob-
lematic the question ‘Is it a boy or a girl?’” (Chase 300). From a medical
perspective, among the most common types of intersex are congenital
adrenal hyperplasia (CAH), androgen insensitivity syndrome (AIS),
gonadal dysgenesis, hypospadias, as well as chromosome compositions
such as XXY (Klinefelter Syndrome) or X0 (Turner Syndrome).
16.  Intersex activists and a vast majority of critics rightly argue that surgery on
intersex babies should wait until the child can make an informed decision
and consider surgery without consent as genital mutilation. For a more
detailed discussion of intersex see: Karkazis; Fausto-Sterling (2000a, b);
Butler (2006); Hughes; Dreger and Herndon; Dreger; Deutscher Ethikrat.
17.  “Further, the efforts by clinicians and families to eliminate intersex have
traditionally entailed the strenuous production of silences—about hospital
visits, scars, parental fears, injections, and even years of childhood—that
actively create intersex as a state of strangeness rather than securing its
removal from discourse. The experience of treatment as simultaneously
objectionable and ineffective has been a central complaint of the intersex
rights movement since its inception in the early 1990s” …” Consequently,
activists have reappropriated intersex as an identity. To identify as intersex,
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is to assert both that treatment does not work, insofar as medical interven-
tions amplify the strangeness of one’s intersex attributes, and that treat-
ment should not be done at all, insofar as it discriminates against individuals 
on the basis of immutable characteristics” (Morland 113; see also Chase).
18.  It should be mentioned that in contrast to this, intersex individuals largely
resist the idea that trans* status is an intersex condition of the brain, and
that this tension often drives the two communities apart.
19.  See Garcia-Falgueras and Swaab; Zhou, Hofman, Gooren and Swaab;
Whittle xiii; Dreger and Herndon 211–3.
20.  For a different form of biological essentialism see Garcia-Falgueras and
Swaab.
21.  See also Fuss; van den Berg.
22.  One should also ask here how trans* does relate to gender neutrois, to
agender or nonbinary people.
23.  See also Prosser: “A glance at any number of new titles shows bodies are
everywhere in contemporary cultural theory; yet the paradox of theory’s
expatiation upon bodies is that it works not to fill in that blind spot so
much as to enlarge it” (12).
24.  See also Whittle, who argues that “many non-trans theorists have used
trans identities to support constructivist arguments. But increasingly, trans
people are questioning whether the deeply held self- understandings they
have can be entirely due to nurture and environment” (xiii).
25.  Therefore, we must ask whether the current approaches in gender studies
are not on the side of normalizing knowledges and how—akin to Stryker’s
claim for transgender studies (2006, 13)—gender studies in all its different
branches can, and indeed should, endeavor to become a critical interven-
ing force that questions biopolitical norms and implicit conventions by
helping spark what Foucault has called an ‘insurrection of subjugated
knowledges’. See also: Windschuttle; Floyd.
26.  See also Iser who stresses more generally that art enables us to grasp the
notion of identity because identity escapes cognitive conceptualisations
and can only be experienced. Therefore, any conceptualisation of identity
possesses a strong affinity with art.
27.  Iser qtd. in and translated by Fluck (2002, 256).
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